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"Goodbye Gutenberg"
This is the conclusion of a summary of "Modern Technology
and Historical Editing: National Historical Publications
and Records Commission Word Processing Conference, " held
in Philadelphia in May 1981.
On Tuesday morning, Charles Cullen Oefferson
Papers) discussed his project's recent conversion to
twentieth-century technology. Cullen has both an
IBM Series I mini-computer and access to the main
Princeton University computer. With this arrangement he has independence from the main computer,
but is able to hook into it and its software, speed, etc.
Cullen uses Waterloo SCRIPT to format texts because it is simple, tested, and inexpensive. With ten
codes designed to combine multiple instructions in
one command and a simplified SCRIPT manual, the
project encodes its manuscript. After the computer
converts the SCRIPT codes into typesetting codes,
and magnetic tape is sent to the Press, page proof is
ready in one day. Although the proof needs to be
checked for machine glitches, it does not need to be
proofread, a savings which Cullen thinks amply
compensates for the time spent coding. He detailed
several advantages of a mini-computer: greater storage capacity, the ability to share equipment with
nearby projects without being interactive, versatility and range of uses, and the ability to avoid
obsolescence by simply changing the programs. The
most satisfying use he has found so far-one which
alone makes the computer worthwhile and which he
would attempt only with a computer-is in preparing a cumulative index to the first twenty volumes of the Jefferson Papers. The process involves
combining entries from three temporary typescript
indexes (each indexing six volumes) and from volumes 19 and 20, after first reviewing and editing the
entries. The temporary indexes are first scanned
with a Kurzweil scanner and entered on tape. The
entries are then automatically shuffled by the computer into volume and page order. After review and
editing, the entries will be sorted alphabetically.
Cullen cautioned that although computers themselves are quick, they are dumb, and programming
can be painfully slow and expensive. Other costs are
also high: the cost of the mini-computer, terminals,
and the leased programs was estimated at $35,000$40,000.
In summarizing the conference prior to the final
panel, Joseph Raben, editor of Computers and the
Humanities, urged us to look beyond the specifics of
hardware and coding, beyond printed volumes how-

ever composed, and consider instead the larger
question of the transfer of information. He enumerated several benefits of a systems analysis approach.
From a long range perspective, he thought it clear
that word processors were totally inadequate and
recommended that we concentrate on computer
capabilities. We can either resist the trend toward
data bases for all kinds of information or exploit the
opportunities it offers to documentary editing.
Documents stored in data bases could be made
available to a much wider audience of scholars and
students. The information in documentary volumes
could be updated after "publication" to add citations of new research or to correct errata. The
storage capacity and high resolution offered by
video disks ought to be considered. Raben advised
historical editors to consult librarians and information specialists, who have been tackling similar
problems, scholarly publishers, literary editors, who
are relatively experienced in handling verbal material
on computers, and foreign colleagues, who have
been working with both pooled data bases and
computer typesetting.
A final panel included seven editors from other
projects which had used word processors and computers. Michael Richman (Daniel Chester French
Papers) reported that his project has been using a
Wang word processor and working with York Graphics. Charlene Bickford (First Federal Congress) emphasized the need to consult with publishers, printers, and other projects. In dealing with vendors, she
recommended asking lots of questions. Gregg Lint
(Adams Papers) stated that his project uses two word
processors to save time and make revisions easier
but submits a conventional typescript to Harvard
University Press, which is not yet involved in computer typesetting. Lint questioned whether submitting a manuscript encoded for computer typesetting
would save money or simply shift costs from the
press to the project. Peter Albert (Papers of Samuel
Gompers) commented that in selecting equipment
he looked through the Seybold Report and talked with
a university committee on computer applications
but found that the most important step was to
analyze the needs of the project and evaluate equipment accordingly. He recommended choosing a
flexible system that could be used to accession
documents, to generate lists of correspondence,
perhaps to produce an index to a microfilm edition
without rekeyboarding. David Wilson (U.S. Grant
Association) reported using Waterloo SCRIPT to
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produce a special volume of essays. Having encountered access and security problems with the
main university computer, he recommended a system with some independence. Robert Hill (Papers of
Marcus Garvey) noted that although his project will
code for computer typesetting in the future, they are
currently using an IBM word processor to produce
conventional typescripts and have found many valuable uses for it. He has used the processor to
incorporate changes recommended by the editorial
board, to reproduce files lost in moving, to produce
control files and files organized by various categories
to save time in research for annotations. Larry Bland
(George C. Marshall Papers) uses a system tailored to
a project wi th minimum funds in a rural area. He uses
a Compugraphic Mini Disk Terminal, a typesetting
system used by many newspapers and widely available. (For a description see the May 1980 ADE
Newsletter.)
During a general discussion, Robert Hill spoke
further on using computers to effect linkages between projects and particularly on the benefits of a

consortium of Afro-American projects which could
pool their data and produce valuable research tools.
Charles Polzer (Documentary Relations of the
Southwest) found this possibility of pooling information from editorial projects in data bases one of
the most exciting ideas of the conference. He
thought it might be a way for projects to make more
of their considerable resources more widely available. Using an NEH grant, Polzer's project has used a
computer to produce master indexes (available to
the public in hard copy, microfiche, and magnetic
tape) of primary documents dealing with the Southwest. The index is described in the project's manual
(Tucson, 1977) and in the Hispanic American Historical
Review 58 (1978): 460-465.
In concluding remarks, Frank Burke suggested it
was time for historical editors involved with computers and word processors to agree on standards
both to avoid duplication of effort and to ensure
compatibility between data bases. He proposed that
the Association for Documentary Editing might be
the proper group to continue the discussion.

Electronic Editing and Publishing:
Miscellaneous Sources
Most experts believe the printed book will be
around for many years. But it will be produced
differently and it will be supplemented by publications in other media.
As Joseph Raben suggested in his summary of the
NHPRC's word processing conference, documentary editors are not the only (and by no means the

first) scholars exploring electronic media. We also
need to know what librarians, archivists, and publishers are doing and what various equipment and
programming can achieve. We offer the following
as an addition to the bibliography available at the
conference.
-KW

Perspective

tronic Age (New York: R.R. Bowker Company, 1978).

Vannevar Bush, "As We May Think," Atlantic
Monthly 176 Guly 1945):101-108.
Rush Welter, Problems of Scholarly Publication in the
Humanities and Social Sciences (New York, 1959).
Serge Lusignan and John North, eds., Computing in
the Humanities (Waterloo, Ontario: University of
Waterloo Press, 1977).
Primary Communications Research Centre, Scholarly Publishers Guide: New Methods and Techniques (PCRC,
University of Leicester, 1977).
Maeve O'Connor, The Scientist as Editor: Guidelines
for Editors of Books and Journals (New York and
Toronto: John Wiley & Sons, 1979), chapter 13:
"Editing in the Future: Innovation and Education."
Herbert S. Bailey, The Traditional Book in the Elec-

Scholarly Communication: The Report of the National
Enquiry (Baltimore and London: The Johns Hopkins
University Press, 1979), especially recommendation
eleven on the establishment of an office in the
National Endowment for the Humanities to study
and monitor the system of scholarly communication, recommendation twelve: "We recommend that
the American Council of Learned Societies join with
the Association of American University Presses and
the Association of Research Libraries in establishing
a standing committee composed of scholars, publishers, and librarians for continuing discussion of
the nature and direction of technological change in
the system of scholarly communication," and "Epilogue: A Longer View" (pp. 28-35).
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Periodicals
The Bowker Annual of Library & Book Trade Information (New York and London: R.R. Bowker Company)
is a convenient guide to recent publications, studies,
grants, etc.
Computers and the Humanities appears four times a
year and is edited by Joseph Raben. Recent articles
of particular interest include:
T.K. Bender, "Literary Text in Electronic Storage:
The Editorial Potential," 10 (1976):193-199.
Wilhelm Ott, "A Text Processing System for the
Preparation of Critical Editions," 13 Oanuary-April
1979):29-35.
Paul Bradey and Serge LUSignan, "The Electronic
Scriptorium," 13 (April-June 1979):93-103.
Yaacov Choueka, "Computerized Full-Text Retrieval Systems and Research in the Humanities: The
Responsa Project," 14 (November 1980):153-169.
The April-June 1979 issue also contains a "Directory of Scholars Active." A listing for Peter and
Miriam Shillingsburg's scholarly edition of William
Makepeace Thackeray notes that they are using
computer assistance in "collocation of texts, listing
historical collation tables, emendations, alterations
in manuscript, typesetting." For further information see Miriam]. Shillingsburg, "Computer Assistance to Scholarly Editing," Bulletin of Research in the
Humanities 81 (1978):448-463.
Publishers Weekly covers electronics and publishing
with a regular column, "Computer Update," and
feature articles. Recent pieces include:
Gay Courter, "Word Machines for Word People,"
February 13,1981.
Robin Shotwell, "Books on Demand," ibid.
Robert Dahlin, "Electronics and Publishing," in
two parts, March 20 and 27, 1981; reprints available
at $2.50 from Frieda Johnson, Publishers Weekly,
1180 Avenue of the Americas, New York NY 10036.
Robin Shotwell, "Computerized Page Makeup:
Just Around the Corner," April 10, 1981.
Recent articles in Scholarly Publishinf? a quarterly,
include:
Joseph Raben, "The Electronic Revolution and
the WorldJustAround the Corner," 10 (April 1979):
195-209.
John M. Strawhorn, "Word Processing and Publishing," 12 Oanuary 1981):109-121.
Ian Montagnes, "Perspectives on the New Technology," 12 (April 1981):219-229.
Some of the papers from the Society for Scholarly
Publishing's annual meetings are published in Scho-

larty Publishing (as well as in the Society's proceedings), e.g.,
T.S. Falletta, "Word Processing Interface to Typesetting," 11 Oanuary 1980):171-178.
C. U. Greaser, "Writers, Editors, and Computers,"
12 Oanuary 1981):123-130.

Interested Groups
The Association of American Publishers has a
committee on new technologies which will act as a
clearinghouse for information. Carol Risher is the
Staff Director in the Washington office, 1707 L St.,
N.W., Washington, DC 20036.
The Association for Computers and the Humanities publishes a quarterly newsletter. ContactJoseph
Raben, Editor, Queens College, Flushing NY 11367.
The Center for the Book at the Library of Congress, headed by John Y. Cole, is concerned with the
future of the book, especially in terms of new
technologies and competing media.
The work of the Centre de Traitement Electronique des Documents (CETEDOC), of the Catholic University of Louvain, is described by Paul Tombeur in A.]. Aitken et aI., eds., The Computer and
Literary Studies (Edinburgh: Edinburgh University
Press, 1973), pp. 335-340.
The Society for Scholarly Publishing, founded in
1978, publishes a quarterly newsletter and the proceedings of its annual meetings. The 1980 program
included Constance U. Greaser on "Writers, Editors, and Computers," Peter]. Boehm on "UserDirected Photocomposition," and Michael Dodwell
on "Technological Changes Taking Place in the
Publishing Field," as well as sixteen other papers.
The 1979 proceedings include Joseph Raben, "Setting Type in the Editorial Office: A Project Report,"
L.F. Buckland, "Book Composition by AuthorsSystem and Equipment Considerations," and Walter
Grattidge, "Impact of Technology on the Future of
Scholarly Communications." Further information is
available from Elizabeth Fake, Executive Director,
The Society for Scholarly Publishing, 2000 Florida
Avenue, N.W., Washington DC 20009.

Videodisks
"In the near future an optical system in which
information is stored and retrieved by laser will
make possible the storage on a disk of the contents
of a library of several thousand books." Robert M.
White, "Disk-Storage Technology," Scientific American 243 (August 1980):138-148.
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Word Processors
Buyers Laboratory, Inc., "Survey of Word Processing Equipment," Library Technology Reports 16
Guly-August 1980):295-438. A description of word
processors and discussion of features is followed by
reports on 100 models.
The Seybold Report on Word Processing (Seybold Publications, Inc., Box 644, Media PA 19063). Analyzes
one company's products in depth in each issue. The
February 1979 issue, for example, devotes its 16
pages to the CPT 8000 and 6000 word processing
systems.
And finally, encountered during the search for
these sources,
H.O. Hmnnn, "Appropriate Typos," Scholarly Publishing (October 1980):31-36.

Graff-Reagor Report
A report on documentary editing prepared by
Henry F. Graff and A. Simone Reagor was presented
to the National Historical Publications and Records
Commission inJune. Entitled Documentary Editing in
Crisis: Some Reflections and Recommendations (March
1981), the twenty-two page report briefly discusses
the history of documentary editing in the United
States, the problems of the Founding Fathers projects, the use of documentary editions, word processing and related technology as a means of speeding publication and lowering cost, and editorial
principles of selection and annotation as they affect
a project's longevity and cost.
A concluding section on the future of documentary editing recommends "that the Commission
reach back into its own history to reclaim its seminal
and innovative role in shaping and nurturing the
field of documentary editing, including the advocacy
of it both inside and outside of government. The
Commission must take the initiative in creating
fuller and better communication with editors and
historians. This relationship must be dynamic and
mutually supportive. Editors and historians must
become advocates for the Commission as well as its
beneficiaries. Such a sturdy relationship could be
critically important in coming years when public
funding may be uncertain, and the Commission will
require considerable support from its natural constituency. "
The report specifically recommends:
1) The addition of more documentary editors and
historians to the Commission ...
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2) A revision of the review process of proposals
submitted to the NHPRC so as to include a
broader representation of historians ...
3) The devoting of at least one Commission meeting a year to a discussion of policy issues ...
4) The presence of members of the Commission at
professional gatherings such as the Organization of American Historians and the Association of Documentary Editors [sic] and the
promotion of panels addressing some of the
issues discussed here.
5) The development of the NHPRC as a general
information center and perhaps advisor for
documentary editing throughout the government, including the publications of such agencies as the military services and the State Department.
6) A more active role by the Commission in seeking funding from other sources, particularly for
the long-term projects ...
7) An extension of the Commission's concern
beyond those specific projects it funds to include those it endorses ...
8) A statement by the Commission reflecting its
current views after thoughtfully and deliberately reviewing its role and conceptualizing anew
the current state of the field ...
A statement by the Commission in response to the
report and a summary of the report are in the July
issue of Annotation. Copies of the entire report are
available from the NHPRC, National Archives, Washington DC 20408.

Help Wanted
Mary-Jo Kline's work on the ADE Guide, etc., is
well under way. Members of the ADE are reminded
of her appeal in the May Newsletter for copies of any
unpublished descriptions of editorial methods and
procedures. Some editors have been reluctant to
forward such "in-house" materials because of their
unpolished and informal nature. Ms. Kline asks us to
assure you that handwritten notes and pencilled
memoranda will be acceptable. Her experience as
the editor of Jay's and Burr's papers enables her to
read communications in invisible ink and cipher.
And, for those editors who have never bothered to
inscribe office policies on paper, Kline points out
that she has equipment that will allow her to play 8track tapes and cassettes. Her professional experience includes years as an interviewer for the Columbia Oral History Research Office, and she is quite
prepared to deal with the spoken word. Her address
is Apt. 14-B, 200 West 79th Street, New York NY
10024.

